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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6, 9, 14, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Oya et al. (US 6,208,379). 

[claim 1] 

Regarding claim 1, Oya discloses an image taking apparatus which is operated 
through a network (Figure 1) from a terminal apparatus and which distributes taken 
images over the network (Figure 1; c. 4, II. 3-24), comprising: an image taking optical 
system (c. 3, II. 50-63; Oya discloses a camera which includes configurable pan, tilt, 
zoom, focus and diaphragm settings, the examiner notes that such a camera inherently 
includes an image taking optical system as claimed); an image pickup-device which 
photoelectrical^ converts an object image formed by the image taking optical system 
(Figure 1, c. 3, I. 42 - c. 4, I. 41; Oya discloses a camera which outputs an NTSC signal 
to a remote terminal over a network, i.e. photoelectrical^ converting an object image as 
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claimed); a control which performs, by using the image pickup device, image. taking in a 
first mode and image taking in a second mode in which image taking is carried out with 
more pixels than in the first mode (c. 3, 1. 64 - c. 4, 1. 1 9; c. 1 7, 1. 21 -32; c. 1 9, II. 6-41 ; 
"resolution is much lower than normal resolution") wherein the controller determines 
whether a condition relating to image taking matches a predetermined restriction 
condition (c. 17, 1. 21-32) and performs a restriction operation which restricts image 
taking in the second mode or distribution of an image taken in the second mode when 
the restriction condition is met (c. 17, 1. 21-32; c. 19, II. 6-41; "resolution is much lower 
than normal resolution"), 
[claim 2] 

Regarding claim 2, Oya discloses a restriction operation which is a prohibition of 
image taking in the second mode or distribution of the image in the second mode (c. 19, 
11.6-41). 
[claim 3] 

Regarding claim 3, Oya discloses a restriction operation which allows the image 
taking in the second mode or distribution of the image taken in the second mode after 
performing an operation for excluding the condition related to the image taking from the 
predetermined condition (Figures 34 and 43). 
[claim 4] 

Regarding claim 4, Oya discloses a system with a variable focal length (i.e. 
zoom; c. 3, II. 50-63) wherein the controller determines whether the focal length is equal 
to or longer than a predetermined focal length and performs the restriction operation 
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when the focal length is equal to or longer than the predetermined focal length (Figure 
29; c. 15, II. 4-13; Oya discloses a restriction condition which is based on the zoom 
settings of the camera), 
[claim 6] 

Regarding claim 6, Oya discloses a system which prevents high-resolution 
imaging when a focal length is within a predetermined range (Figure 29; c. 15, II. 4-13). 
The examiner notes that if the focal length is changed to not be within the 
predetermined range, the system of Oya will allow high-resolution image capture as 
claimed, 
[claim 9] 

Regarding claim 9, Oya discloses a controller which determines whether the 
image taking field contains a predetermined restricted image taking region (Figure 29) 
and performs the restriction operation when the image-taking field contains the 
predetermined restricted image taking region (e.g. Figures 36-43). 
[claim 14] 

Regarding claim 14, Oya discloses a predetermined restriction condition which 
can be changed only by an administrator of the image taking apparatus (c. 8, II. 33-41 ). 
[claim 17] 

Regarding claim 17, Oya discloses an image taking apparatus according to claim 
1 (see the rejection of claim 1 above for further details) and an administrative computer 
with which an administrator of the image taking apparatus can control the image taking 
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apparatus through the network (e.g. Figure 1 , Item 20). 
[claim 18] 

Regarding claim 18, Oya discloses an image taking apparatus according to claim 
1 (see the rejection of claim 1 above for further details) and a terminal apparatus which 
operates the image taking apparatus through the network and which receives a 
distribution of the taken image (e.g. Figure 1 , Item 20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 10, 11, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oya et al. (US 6,208,379) in view of SanGregory (US 5,373,341). 
[claim 10] 

Regarding claim 10, Oya lacks determining whether the optical system is 
properly focused and performs a restriction operation if the system is not focused. 
SanGregory discloses the use of a "focus lockout" system in cameras to prevent 
photographs being taken when the subject is outside the focusing range (i.e. not 
properly focused) to reduce poor quality photographs from being taken (c. 1 , II. 12-28). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a "focus lockout" system as disclosed by SanGregory in 
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the system of Oya to prevent poor quality photographs from being taken, 
[claim 11] 

Regarding claim 11, Oya lacks determining whether the optical system is 
properly exposed and performs a restriction operation if the system is not properly 
exposed. SanGregory discloses the use of an "exposure lockout" system in cameras to 
prevent photographs being taken when the subject is outside the proper exposure range 
(e.g. underexposed) to reduce poor quality photographs from being taken (c. 1 , II. 12- 
28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include an "exposure lockout" system as disclosed by 
SanGregory in the system of Oya to prevent poor quality photographs from being taken, 
[claims 15 and 16] 

Regarding claims 15 and 16, SanGregory further discloses an override switch 
which allows a user to command image capture even if a lockout condition exists (e.g. a 
focus lockout or exposure lockout; c. 1 , II. 53-64) to allow photographing of short-live 
photo opportunities even if the photo may be improperly focused or exposed (c. 1, II. 25- 
40). 

6. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Oya et al. (US 6,208,379). 
[claim 12] 

Regarding claim 12, Oya lacks saving the taken image to a memory which can 
be readout out only be an administrator when the distribution of the image in the second 
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mode is prohibited. Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the camera art to 
archive the images captured by cameras in networked camera systems to allow for later 
review by an administrator. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to archive all images captured by the 
camera, even when distribution is prohibited, to allow the administrator to later review 
the captured images in case an important even is captured, 
[claim 13] 

Regarding claim 13, Oya discloses displaying camera information (Figure 4, 
Items 84 and 86; c. 7, II. 16-39, but does not specifically disclose warning a user when 
the restriction operation is performed. Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the 
art to provide warnings to users when an event occurs, such as a change in modes, to 
keep the user informed of changes in image capture. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 5, 7 and 8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims, 
[claim 5] 

Regarding claim 5, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest comparing both a 
focal length and an object distance to predetermined conditions to determine whether to 
perform a restriction operation as claimed. While Oya discloses comparing focal 
lengths (e.g. Figure 29) to determine whether to perform a restriction operation, the 



Application/Control Number: 10/756,848 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2622 

claimed comparison of an object distance is not disclosed, 
[claims 7 and 8] 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest a function 
of recognizing an object in an image taking field, identifying whether the recognized 
object is a specific object and performing the restriction operation when the object is the 
object is the specific object as claimed. While it is known in the prior art to perform 
object recognition or motion recognition of objects in a scene to perform a tracking 
operation, performing a restitution operation depending on whether an object is 
recognized as a specific object is not taught or suggested. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Henn whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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